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ADVERTISEMENT. 


TO thoſe who are converſant in the 
Polemics of the early part of this cen- 
tury, the ſentiments of the very emi- 
nent Divines and Lay Lords, whoſe 
names appear in our title-page, cannot 
fail of being an acceptable treat; and as 
the Difſenters are again exerting every 
effort on a ſimilar occaſion, it is pre- 
ſumed the preſent publication will not 
be ill- timed. That the ſpeeches are 
genuine, will not admit of doubt. A 
| conſiderable part of them were preſerved 
at the time by a regular Reporter, 
whom we will allow to have had per- 
haps ſome little biaſs in favour of the 
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TS 
Diſſenters; but the beſt proof of his fl. 
delity in the preſent caſe is a compari. 
ſon of what he has given with the 
ſpeeches now printed for the firſt time 
from an original manuſcript found lately 
by a reſpectable friend among ſome old 
family papers; and which muſt evi. 
dently have been written at the mo- 
ment by a gentleman who was preſent 
at the debate. The ſpeech of Lord 
LANSDOWNE is printed from a Ms. in 
the hand-writing of Biſhop ATTERBURY; 
whoſe ſmart repartee to the Nobleman 
who compared him to BAALAM illuſ- 
trates the verſes written by Sam WæSs- 
LEY, © on the Biſhop of Rocheſter's 
« roaſting Lord Coningſby about the 
« Topic of being Prieſt- written.“ 


E PIS 
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N Saturday the 1 gth of December, 1718, after 
the Lords had read the third time and paſſed : 
the Bill, intituled, © An Act for quieting and eſta- | 
« bliſhing Corporations,” the Earl of SraxnorE 
| flood up, and ſaid, That, in his opinion, a thing 
of far greater importance, and becoming the 
* midom of that Auguſt Aſſembly, remained to be 
done, in order to ſettle the minds, and unite the 
* hearts and affections, of the well-affefted to the 
_ preſent happy Eſtabliſhment ; and that for that 
e purpoſe he had a Bill to offer to the Houſe, in- 
b * tituled, An Act for ſtrengthening the Proteſtant 
7 85 VIntereſt 
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© Intereſt in theſe Kingdoms,” which he deſired might 
be read. It being the privilege of every Peer to 


bring in ſuch a Bill as he thinks proper, without the 
previous leave of the Houle, the Lord Stanhope' 
Bill was read, according to his deſire, importing 
in ſubſtance, a repeal of part of the AR of the roth 
of her late Majeſty's reign, intituled, © An Aa 
* for preſerving the Proteſtant Religion, by bet. 
« ter ſecuring the Church of England, and againſt 
« Occaſional Conformity ;” as alſo of the AR of 
the 12th of her late Majeſty's reign, “ to pre- 
« vent the Growth of Schiſm;“ and of ſome 
clauſes in the TEST and CoxpORAT TON Acts. Moſt 
of the Peers were ſurprized at the bringing in this 
Bill, at a time when none but ſuch as were in 
the ſecret of the Court meaſures expected any 
ſuch thing; and the Earl of Stanhope having 
moved that it might be read a ſecond time, the 
ſame occaſicned a long debate. 


Lord Stanhope, in a very fine ſpeech, endea- 
voured to ſhew the equity, juſtice, reaſonable- 
* neſs, and advantage, of reſtoring Diſſenters to 
« their natural rights, and of eaſing them of theſe 
ic ſtigmatizing and oppreſſive Laws, that had 
« been made againſt them in turbulent times, and 
« obtained by indirect methods, for no other rea- 
&« ſon than becauſe they ever ſhewed their zealous 
ce and firm adherence to the Revolution and Pro- 

« teſtant Succeſſion ;” urging, * that this deſirable 
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« unſon of all true Proteſtants, as it would cer- 
« tainly ſtrengthen the Proteſtant Intereſt, ſo would 
« jt rather be an advantage, than any prejudice, to 
« the Church of England by law eſtabliſhed, 
« which would flill be the Head of all the Pro- 
« teſtant churches ; and the Archbiſhop of Canter- 
« bury become the Patriarch of all the Proteſtant 


de Clergy * 


Lord Stanhope was ſeconded and backed by the 
Earls of SUNDERLAND and STAMFORD, and ſome 


other Lords: but the Dukes of Buckingham and 


Devonſhire; the Earls of Nottingham, Aylesford, 
Orford, Cowper, and Jerſey; the Lord Viſcount 
Townſhend, and the Lord North and Grey; either 
ſtrenuouſly oppoſed the bill, or endeavoured to put 
off the ſecond reading of it to a long day. It was 
alledged, in genera], that this Bill, if paſſed into 
a Law, inſtead of ſtrengthening, © would certainly 
« weaken the Church of England, by plucking 
« off her beſt feathers, inveſting her enemies with 
* power, and ſharing with them the civil and mili- 


= tary employments, of which Church-men only 


* are now in poſſeſſion.“ 


A * Duke, ir particular, ſuggeſted, © Thit 

* it was irregular to bring in a Bill of ſo great 

* conſequence, without previouſly acquainting the 

« Houſe;” but it was readily anſwered by my Lord 

STANHOPE, © his Grace had forgot, that abou: 
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ce two years before he brought in himſelf, in the 
* ſame manner, a Bilt of much greater conſe. 
te quence,” meaning the Bill for ſuſpending the Ad 
for Triennial Parliaments. 


The Earl of NoTTINGaam, with a turn of ors. 
tory hereditary to his family, ſaid, among other 
things, © that the Church of England is certainly 
the happieſt Church in the world, ſince even the 
& preateſt contradictious contribute to her ſupport; 


ce for nothing could be more contradictory, than 2 


« Bill which is ſaid to be calculated to ſtrengthen 
the Proteſtant Intereſt and the Church of Eng. 


ic land, and which at the ſame time repeals two 
« Acts that were made for her further ſecurity.” 


After which, his Lordſhip gave his reaſons againſt 
the repealing of thoſe Laws. 


Earl Cowykx made alſo a long ſpeech againſt 
ſome parts of the Bill brought in by Lord Stan- 
hope; and, among other things, ſaid, ** rhat he 
c had no manner of prejudice againſt the Diſſen- 
ce ters, but rather a tender regard for them; that, 
cc as he had been bred in, ſo he had ever commu- 
« nicated with the Church of England, which he 
tc helieved to be the beſt Proteſtant Church, and 
* the moſt agreeable to the primitive pattern of 
© Chriſtianity z; but that, however, if it had hap- 
c penedto be at Geneva, he would not have ſcrupled 


© to have communicated with the Proteſtants there. 
| I | 4 That 
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« That he was for giving the Diſſenters as much 
« eaſe as was conſiſtent with the ſafety of the 
« Conſtitution in Church and State, and would rea- 
« dily give his vote for the repealing of the Schiſm 
« Act; but that he could not but oppoſe that part 
« of the Bill now laid before them, whereby part 
« of the Teſt and Corporation Acts were effectually 
60 repealed with relation to Diſſenters; becauſe he 
« looked upon thoſe Acts as the main bulwark of 
« gur excellent Conſtitution in Church and State; ; 
« and therefore would have them — pre- 
« ſerved and untouched. * 


The ka ot JEREZ Y made alſo a handſome 


| ſpeech upon this occaſion ; and ſaid, in ſubſtance, 
Every body knew he was educated in a different 


© way from the Church of England. But, never- 
te theleſs, he could not but be againſt this Bill, be- 
« cauſe, in his opinion, it broke the Padta conventa 
« of the Treaty of Union, by which the bounds 
« both of the Church of England and of the 
Church of Scotland were fixed and ſettled ; and 
his Lordſhip was apprehenſive, that, if the articles 
* of the Union were broken with reſpect to one 


Church, it might afterwards be a precedent to 


te break them with reſpect to the other.” 


The Lord NoxTa and GREY ſpoke alſo againſt 


the Bill; and urged, © that this was an affair of 
4 ſo great importance, that it ought to be maturely 
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“ conſidered, and debated in a full Houſe; and 3 


„great many Members being abſent, his Lordſhip 
% moved, that the ſecond reading might be put off 
&« for a month; and that the Lord Chancellor be 
„ordered to write circular letters, to ſummon all 
ce the Lords to attend, upon the ſevereſt penalty the 
« Houſe could inflict, which, in ſuch caſes, is the 

« Tower.” "oY 


The Duke of Buck IxcHAu was of his Lord- 
ſhip's opinion, as ta the putting off the ſecond 
reading to a long day; but * thought it needleſs 
© to give the Lord Chancellor (who had buſineſs 
& enough upon his hauds) the trouble of writing 
* circular letters. And therefore his Grace ſug- 
«© peſted, that every Lord then preſent might 
& write to his abſent friends, to acquaint them 
&« with what was depending in the Houſe ; and he 
© was ſure ſuch letters would be more acceptable 
« and effectual than a formal ſummons.” 


The Court-party being unwilling to let this af. 
fair cool by adjourning it ſo long, the Earl of 
ILay propoſed, ** that the ſecond reading might 
* only be put off vil Thurſday, the 18th of De- 
* cember;” which was agreed to, without dividing. 


Accordingly, upon that day, the Bill was read 
a ſecond time; and a motion made for committing 
un to a Committee of the whole Houſe ; but this 

| being 
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being oppoſed by the Earl of Nottingham and 
ſome other Peers, the Earl of Choimonperey 
ſuggeſted, © that, before they proceeded any fur- 
« ther in an affair wherein the Church was fo 
te nearly concerned, he thought it very proper to 
have, in the firſt place, the opinion of that ve- 
&* nerable Bench,” pointing to my Lords the Bi- 
ſhops. : 

This being unanimouſly aſſented to, the Lord 
Archbifhap of Canttraury * ſtood up, and de- 
clared agalnſt the Bill; for which his Grace gave 
his reaſons, importing in ſubſtance, that the 
c Acts, which by this Bill were to be repealed, are 
* the main bulwark and ſupporters of the Eſta- 
6 bliſhed Church; that he had all imaginable ten- 
& derneſs for all the well-meaning, conſcientious 
«© Difſenters. But he could not forbear ſaying, 
that ſome amongſt them made a wrong uſe of 
* the favour and indulgence that was ſhewn them 
upon the Revolution, though they had the leaſt 
* ſhare in that happy event. And therefore it was 
thought neceſſary for the Legiſlature to interpoſe, 
« and put a ſtop to the ſcandalous practice of Oc- 
4 caſional Conformity, which was condemned by 
the ſobereſt part of the Diſſenters themſelves. 
* And as to the Act againſt Schiſm, though it may 
n carry a face of ſeverity, yet it ſeemed needleſs 


* Dr. Wake. 
cc to 


CNY 
* to make a Law to repeal it, ſince no advantage 


a had been taken of it againſt the Diſſenters ever 
& fince it was made.” 


His Grace the Lord Archbiſhop of Lokk“ 
fpoke on the ſame fide, and ſaid, that the argue 
* ments uſed the other day for this Bill had no 
& more weight with him, than they had with his 
« brother Canterbury, His Grace urged, in parti- 
ac cylar, the danger of truſting the Diſſenters, the 

< open and avowed enemies of the Church, with 
2 power and authority; and endeavoured to ac- 
© count for the Acts againſt Occaſional Conformity 
cc and Schifm, by ſaying, they were only for Set 
t qefence and Self- preſervation, and not for Per- 
< ſecution; adding, that Diſſenters were never to 
« be gained by indulgence, To that purpoſe his 


* Grace quoted a paſſage out of a treatiſe, inti- 


« tuled, A Perſuaſion to Lay Conformity , writ- 
« ten by a'Prelate, who, it was inſinuated, had, fince 
* the writing of that book, embraced and main- 
4 tained other principles. His Grace alſo tock 
& this opportunity to clear the Clergy of the Eſta- 
cc bliſhed Church from the aſperſion of diſaffection 
to the preſent happy ſettlement, by inſtancing 
& two Divines, who, during the late unnatural 
Rebellion, had given fignal proofs of their loy- 


® Sir William Dawes, Bart. 
+ By Biſhop Hoadly ; fee p. 15. 
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« alty and 1 for his Majeſty's perſon and S- 
« yernment.” 


The Lord Biſhop of BaxGor ®, who ſpoke 
next, anſwered his Grace of York, particalarly 
with relation to the paſſage quoted out of one of 
his treatiſes. He ſaid, he was ſo far from having 


4 altered his principles, that, both before and af- 


« ter he had been promoted to the ſtation he held 
« in the Church, he had endeavoured. to bring 
« over the Diſſenters; but that he ever was of 
« opinion, that gentle means are the moſl effectual 


40 for that purpoſe.” After this, his Lordſhip ſhewed 


at large the unreaſonableneſs and ill policy of 
« jmpoſing Religious T eſts, as a qualification for 
« civil or military employments, ' which abridges 
ct men of their natural rights, deprives the State 
« of the ſervice of many of its beſt ſubjects, and 
« expoſes the moſt ſacred inſtitutions. and ordi- 
« nances to be abuſed by profane and irreligious 
« perſons.” He alſo endeavoured to prove, © that 
« the Occaſional and Schiſm Acts were, in eſſect, 


« perſecuting Laws; and that by admitting the 


« principle of Self- defence and Self-preſervation 
«© in matters of Religion, all the perſecutions of 
« the. Heathens againſt the Chriſtians, and even 
« the Popiſh Inquiſition, may be juſtified. As to 


the power, of which ſome Clergymen appeared 


* Dr, Hoadly. 
= ©« {0 
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te ſo fond and fo jealous, his Lordſhip owned, 
te that the deſire of power and riches is natural to 
« all men; bu: that he had learned, both from 
cc Reaſon and the Goſpel, that this deſire muſt keep 
cc within due bounds, and not intrench upon the 
cc rights and liberties of our fellow-creatures and 
& countrymen." 


The Lord Biſhop of BatsToL *, Who ſpoke 
next on the oppoſite ſide, chiefly urged, ** that 
„the late King William having recommended to 


* both Houſes from the Throne, © that they would 


ec leave room for the admiſſion of all Proteſtants 
&« that were willing and able to ſerve; and a 
© clauſe having thereupon been offered to be in- 
c ſerted in a Bill depending in the Lords' Houſe, 


ce to take away the neceſſity of receiving the Sa» 


© crament, to make a man capable of enjoying 
ce any office, employment, or place of truſt ; the 
c ſaid clauſe was rejected by a great majority, as 
ct well as another clauſe (offered alſo to be inſerted 
© jn the ſaid Bill), to prevent the receiving the 
6 Sacrament of the Lord's Supper upon any other 
« ccount than in obedience to the holy inſtitu- 
e tion thereof; adding, that, ſoon after, the Lords 
* addreſſed to King William, that he would main- 
6 tain the Church of England as by law eſta- 


* Dr, Smalridge. ho 
| ce bliſhed,” 


Cl 


th 


ql 


Ba 
« bliſhed ;” all which his Lordſhip applied to the 
preſent caſe, and ſo voted againſt rhe Bill. 


He was anſwered by the Lord Biſhop of G ov- 
cESTER *, who made a very fine ſpeech; and, 
among other things, endeavoured to wipe off the 
imputation of hypocriſy caſt on the Diſſenters: 


His Lordſhip was backed by the Lord Biſhop of 
LixcoLnÞ+; who, in a very eloquent manner, made 
| an hiſtorical deduction of the buſineſs in queſtion ; 
and artfully commended the zeal of a noble Earl, 


| when Sectetary of State, in promoting a 'compre- 


henſion, according to King William's deſire. His 
Lordſhip alſo took notice, that Religion was ever 
« uſed by crafty men as a blind and prerence to | 
« carry on political deſigns; and he remembered, 
« in particular, in the late reign, that while our 
« arms were victorious abroad, the Church was 
4 in danger at home; but no ſooner was a ſtop 
put to that glorious war, than the Church was in 
t a flouriſhing condition.“ 


The Biſhop of Lincoln having done ſpeaking, 
the Earl of NotTTINGAAM, who was hinted at by 
that Prelate, and who was the promoter of the 
Occaſional Bill, and had oppoſed the Bill now in 
queſtion, thought it proper to juſtify his conduct; 


* Dr. Willis. + Dr. Gibſon. 
C which 


„ 
which his Lordſhip did, by ſaying, © he was in 
* thoſe days but a young man, and had wanted 
© opportunities to know the Diſſenters, which he 
© had had ſince; and found them to be an obſti- 
© nate ſort of people, never to be ſatisfied.” Af. 
ter which, his Lordſhip entered upon the merits of 
the Bill, and yoted againſt it. 


The Lord Biſhop of Loxpow “ did the ſame; 
and urged, that, in all wiſe governments, all of. 
< fices and places of truſt are in the hands of thoſe 
e of the National Church ;'” which his Lordſhip 
confirmed by what is practiſed in Sweden. 


The Lord Biſhop of RochzsTER + ſpoke alſo 
on the ſame fide; and ſaid, in ſubſtance, * that he 
«© was not in the Houſe at the firſt reading of the 
& Bill ; but that, the laſt Seſſion of Parliament, he 


1 foreſaw, from the Bill about an alms-houſe at 


6 Briſtol, and the Bill for applying part of the 
&« fund for the building of new churches to the 
« re-building of an old one (St. Giles's), both 
« which he had oppoſed, that ſomething of this 
© nature-would be attempted : that he was ſorry 
* he had been a Prophet; fince, in his opinian, 


Dr. Robinſon, who had formerly been Envoy to Swe- 


den, and was one of the Miniſters Plenipotentiary at 
Utrecht, 


+ Dr. Atterbury, 


ce this 
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te this Bill overturned the foundation of the Secu- 
« rity of the Church; that this Bill even ſtruck 
« at the Act of Uniformity, which was confirmed 
« by the Act of Union; and ſo was levelled againſt 


e the Church of Scotland, as well as againſt the 


Church of England. For which reaſon, he 
c hoped, thoſe Peers who repreſented the Nobility 
« of Scotland, would be againſt this Bill, particu- 
« larly a noble Lord, who was too great an enemy 
& to Prieſtcraft to ſuffer himſelf to be Aſſembly- 
„ ridden.” His Lordſhip, by way of commi- 
nation, concluded, “ that we live in a changeable 
„country; and the hardſhips which the Diſſenters 
* bring now upon the Church may one day or 
& other be ſeverely, and with more juſtice, reta- 
e hated upon them.“ 


Hereupon the new Biſhop of PzsTErBOROVUGH * 
ſpoke ſtrenuouſly for the Bill, and refuted moſt 
of the arguments uſed on the other fide. He ſaid, 
in ſubſtance, ** that he did not deſign to reflect on 
« any of his brethren for ſpeaking againſt this 
Bill, becauſe he ſuppoſed they did it out of a 
“ ſincere zeal for the Church; that, for his own 


part, he did not believe this Bill to be againſt 


the Church, but rather for its advantage and ſe- 


security; and therefore he was for it: that he 


V obſeryed from Hiſtory, that the Church was moſt 


Pr. White Kenet, 
C2 « ſafe 
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ce ſafe and flouriſhing when the Clergy did not af. 
« fect more power than falls to their ſhare, and 
© vere tender of the rights and liberties of their 
ic fellow · ſubjects; but when the Clergy promoted 
- « arbitrary meaſures and perſecutions, as ſome 
« did in King Charles the Firſt's reign, they firſt 
* brought ſcandal and contempt upon the Clergy, 
cc and, at laſt, ruin upon both Church and State.” 
Hereupon his Lordſhip ſhewed “ the abuſe of the 
« word Church, which in a true ſenſe is venerable, 
and illuſtrated the matter by the words Holy 
ec and the Temple of the Lord, which were ſacred 
% among the Jews; but, when thoſe words came to 
© be abuſed ſo far as to countenance Rebellion, 
ce 25 in caſe of Daiham, Corah, and Abiram, and 
tc other wicked practices, then they rather became 
„ words of execration. That, in like manner 
«© amongſt us, the words Church, and the Church 
& Danger, had often been made uſe of to carry 
e on finiſter defigns ; and then theſe words made 
ce a mighty noiſe in the mouths of ſilly women 
« and children; but that, in his opinion, the 
“ Church, which he defined to be a Scriptural 
ce Inſtitution upon a Legal Eſtablihment, was 
% founded upon a rock, and could not be in dan- 
„ per as long as we enjoyed the light of the Goſ- 
« pel, our excellent Conſtitution.” After this, his 
Lordſhip gave his reaſons for his being for this 
Bill; and animadverted upon three things that had 
been advanced by other Prelates, viz, 1ſt, * that 

&« the 
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« the Diffenters got more than the Church by the 
« Revolution, though they had the leaſt ſhare in 
« jt ;” for his Lordſhip ſhewed, © they only got a 
« Toleration, which they might have had under 
« King James if they would have complied with 
« his meaſures ; whereas the Church ſecured all ſhe 
now enjoys, Which would have been irrecoverably 
« Joſt, had not the Revolution happened.” 2dly, 
« That the Churchmen, and even the Clergy, 
« ſhewed more affection to the preſent Goyern- 
« ment, than the Diſſenters, during the late Rebel- 
« lion.“ To which he anſwered, ** that, by the 
« Laws by which this Bill was to be repealed, the 


„ Diſſenters were then under an incapacity to ſerve 


« the Government, which evinced the neceſſity 
« of this Bill; and as for a Clergyman who had 


„ given ſignal proofs of his zeal for the Govern- 


« ment in the North, that it was well known he 
© was never rewarded for it, but rather diſre- 
« oarded ever ſince by his neighbours.” As to 
what had been ſuggeſted, 3dly, © That all of- 
e fices, and places in truſt, ought to be in the 
© hands of thoſe of the Eſtabliſhed Church,” his 
Lordſhip ſaid, he hoped they ſhould never draw 
* precedents from Sweden ;” concluding with 
* returning thanks to the Lay Lords, for bearing 
* ſo long and ſo patiently with that Bench; 
* leaving the iſſue of this debate to their judge- 
* ments; and only taking notice, that as the wiſ- 
* dom of Solomon never more eminently appeared 
: „ than 


1E 
ac than in diſcovering the true mother of the child, 
4c ſo their Lordſhips might eaſily know the reaſon 
« why ſome perſons ſpoke with ſo much tender- 


cc neſs for the Acts which by this Bill were to be 
« repealed.” 


The Lord Biſhop of ChESsTER *, who brought 
up the rear, was of a contrary opinion ; and, in 
particular, excepting againſt a clauſe in the Bill, 
whereby a puniſhment, or cenſure, was to be in- 
flicted on ſuch Clergymen as ſhould refuſe to admi- 
niſter the Sacrament to any that deſired to receive 
it; which, his Lordſhip ſaid, was againſt the 
5 Canons of the Church.“ 


The Spiritual Lords having done ſpeaking, 
which was about a quarter paſt fix in the evening, 
the queſtion was called for ; and as ſome Temporal 
Lords were going to ſpeak to it, the Earl of 
 AYLESFORD moved for adjourning the debate till 
the next day, which, without much oppoſition, was 
agreed to. It is to be obſerved, that, on Thurſday 
the 18th, not only moſt of the Members of the 


Houſe of Commons, but a great many other ſtran- 


gers, were admitted into the Houſe of Lords, 
which has encouraged me to give my Readers a 


ſhort hiſtorical abſtract of the Speeches of 1 


Lords the Biſhops ; which I have done, I hope, 
wih candour and impartiality. 


* Dr, Gaſtrell, 
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LETTER To a FRIEND, 
OCCASIONED BY 


THE PRECEDING DEBATE. 


THE debates of the Spiritual Lords laſt Thurſ- 
day were opened by his Grace of CanTERBURY, 
who, in a long, and in my opinion an admirable 
diſcourſe, ſeemed to ſpare no pains, zeal, or argu- 
ment, in defence of the Church of England, 
againſt the manifeſt breaches which this Bill (which, 
you know, is to repeal the Occaſional Conformity 
and Schiſm Acts) would infallibly make in her in- 
_ Cloſures. He laid open the deſolation it would 
make among her Clergy, and the diſaffection it 
would create among Churchmen of all forts and 
conditions, who were ever the molt faithful ſup- 
porters of the State. In ſhort, he ſaid enough to 
have convinced me, in caſe I had come in with a 
different opinion, But I forgot to take notice that, 
about the middle of his ſpeech, he quoted the Bi- 
ſhop of Bangor's own arguments againſt Occaſional 
Conformity, out of a book written heretofore by 


him, 
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him, but the quotation was made by heart by the 
Archbiſhop. As ſoon as he had ended, up got 
his lame Lordſhip in great wrath, and ſaid, his 


Grace had miſrepreſented him in an unparalleled 


manner; upon which the Archbiſhop read the very 
words he had quoted; which Bangor not being 
able to deny, proteſted he did not ſay his Grace 
had miſrepreſented him. I was indeed amazed at 
this flagrant inſtance of the man's aſſurance; ſeye- 
ral Lords and Gentlemen, as well as myſelf, having 
diſtinctly heard him utter that very expreſſion. 


The next that ſpoke was the Archbiſhop of 
Yor, in a very zealous and moving manner; ſet- 
ting forth the kindneſs and charity of the Church 
to the Diſſenters, their ambition and ingratitude, 
and the inevitable calamities which would reſult 
from paſſing this abominable Bill. 


BancoR riſing next to ſpeak, raiſed in me not 
only a great curioſity, but an abundant expecta- 
tion of ſomething very extraordinary; but it ended 


with a ridiculus mus, and nothing but its brevity 


atoned for its dullneſs. This could be no prepol- 


ſeſſion in me, becauſe ſeveral of his admirers then 


and there preſent were aſhamed of him. 


The fourth that ſpoke was the good Biſhop of 
Bz1sToL ; and among other arguments to ſhew the 
ſenſe even of that very Parliament which granted 
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Toleration, he produced King William's ſpeech, 
wherein he deſired, that, over and above the Tole- 
ration already granted, the Diſſenters might be 
diſtinguiſned by more ſpecial marks of favour; 
which requeſt the Lords and Commons, by a joint 
addreſs, handſomely rejected; telling him, moreover, 
that the ſecurity of the Crown was indiſſolubly in- 
terwoven with that of the Church. 


The Biſhop of Lox Do ſpoke next, and brought 
a parallel from Sweden of I know not what; for, 
being at a good diſtance from him, and he ſpeaking 
with a low voice, I could not make much of what 
he ſaid, only that he was againſt the Bill. 


The ſixth oration was pronounced by the Biſhop 
of GroucksrER (who, in conjunction with Ben 
Hoadly, is ſaid to have drawn up the Bill). He 

only gave a hiſtory of the perſecutions of the poor 
Diſſenters, from King Charles the Firſt's reign, 
to the end of Queen Anne's reign. 


After him, the Biſhop of LI xcolx (who, by 
the bye; is ſaid to have promiſed the Archbiſhop 
to be againſt the Bill, and to have been promiſed 
a better Biſhoprick by the Court to be tor it) 
gave a good florid detail of the ſteps taken for a 
comprehenſion, and vindicated the Diſſenters from 
the true charge of obſtinacy, &c. 

3 | 9 The 
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The Biſhop of RocnEsTER next, with his uſual 
ſmartneſs, took to taſk and arraigned his two laſt. 
named long-winded brethren, for making a pair 
of tedious harangues in behalf of the Diſſenterg 
only, without ſo much as one compliment on the 
poor baited Church, or one word relating to the 
Bill itſelf. He added, that by the Briſtol Bill laſt 
year, he foreſaw, as he then ſignified to the Houſe, 
a further attack would that winter be carried on 
againſt the Church; and he was ſorry to find him- 
| ſelf a true Prophet. He proceeded to ſhew, not 
- only the ill tendency, but the unaccountable ah- 
ſurdity, of the whole Bill. 


WaiTz of PETERBOROUGH made a canting long 
ſermon, ficſt explaining (4 /a Bangor) the true 
meaning of the Church; that it not only ſignified 
the National One, but all the reſt of our Proteſtant 
brethren under the ſame government; ſo he put 
all the Sectaries upon a level with her. 


The Biſhop of CuksrEx was the laſt that ſpoke 
that night. He proved, that the Diſſenters them - 
ſelves were the only obſtacles to the comprehen- 
ſion; for what they had agreed to one day, they 
| refuſed to ratify the next (which was confirmed by 
the Lord NorTINcHAM, who ſpoke then only for 
that purpoſe) ; and that, by all theſe proceedings, 
it was apparent they would, by their old plea, 
Chriſtian Liberty, make uſe of the very * 

itlelt, 
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itſelf, in caſe it were prohibited by any other au- 
thority than their own. 


The Houſe, after he had done, adjourned the 
debate to the next day, which I (not being permit- 
ted to come in) can ſay nothing certain, or particu- 
| lar of ; only, that the Lords Nottingham, Ayleſ- 
ford, Oxford, Rocheſter, Angleſey, Trevor, Har- 
court, and particularly the Lord Cowper, diſtin- 
guiſhed themſelves againſt the Bill. Several Court 
Lords ſpoke for it, particularly Lord Coningſby, 
who at the end of his faming oration fell foul upon 
the Biſhop of Rocheiter, for his calling himſelf a 
Prophet the day before; and added, As I am fure 1 
© have read as much Scripture as he or any Biſhop _ 
ce of them all; ſo I have found there a Prophet very 
« like him, namely, Balaam, who, like that Right 
« Reyerend, drove ſo very furiouſly, that he con- 

*« ſtrained the very aſs he rode on to open his 
“mouth and reprove the madneſs of the Prophet.” 


—= The Biſhop, when his Lordſhip had finiſhed his 
fiery tranſporgs, roſe up in a very demure and 


F humble way, and thanked his Lordſhip for the no- 
; tice he took of him, which he received as an Ho- 
8 nour, it coming from ſo polite and ſo noble a 
, Lord, though accompanied with ſo acute a re- 
K flection, that he confeſſed the ingenious Peer had 
|  _ vittingly and happily applied Balaam to him, a 
, Prophet, Prieſt, and Preacher, being often pro- 


D 2 miſcuouſly 
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miſcuouſly uſed : but there ſtill wanted the appli, 
cation of the ; and his Lordſhip being the only 
ce that reproved him, he muſt of neceſũty take 
the aſs upon himlelt “. 


Ever fince that day his Lordſhip is called Atter- 
bury's pad; which, I believe, he will keep to his 
dying day. Arc not you of my mind ; that he ig 
fairly Frieſt-ridden? 


The PRIxcE,H divided in every queſtion with the 
Toricsz and he has a mind to be popular with 
them: they ſay his favourites are Argyle, Notting. 
ham, Trevor, Rocheſter, Cowper, the two Arch: 
biſhops, Rocheſter, Cheſter, and Sir Thomas Han. 
mer. 


* See the Advertiſement, p. 6. 
+ Atterwards King Geoxce the Second. 


ON 


ON Friday the 19th of December, the Lords 
reſumed the adjourned debate; and, the Houſe being 
cleared of all ſtrangers, the Earls of Aylesford, 
Nottingham, and Cowper, the Duke of Devon- 
ſhire, the Lord Viſcount Townſhend, the Lord 
Treaſurer, the Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury, 
the Lord Biſhop of Rocheſter, Lord Lanſdowne, 
and ſome others, made ſpeeches againſt the Bill; 
but were anſwered by the Earls of Sunderland and 
Stanhope, the Dukes of Newcaſtle, Kent, and Rox- 
burgh, the Lord Coningſby, the Biſhop of Norwich , 
and ſome others; and the queſtion being, at laſt, 
put, whether the Bill be committed, it was carried 
in the affirmative by a majority of 86 votes againſt 68, 


The next day the Lords, in a Grand Committee, 
examined and went through the Bill, paragraph by 
paragraph ; and the reaſons offered by the Earl of 
Cowper and ſome other Peers had ſo much weight, 
that ſome clauſes derogatory to the Teſt and Cor- 
poration Act were agreed to be left out. Then 
the queſtion being put, That the Bill, thus amended, 
be reported the Monday following, it was carried 
in the affirmative, by 55 voices againſt 33, 


* Sec this Nobleman's ſpeech, p. 30, 
+ Dr, Trimnell. | 85 
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LORD LANSDOWNE'S SPEECH, 


December 19, 1718. 


IF any man can ſay as much for the Diſſen. 
& ters, let him ſpeak. The Reverend Prelates, 
© who have exerted in this debate, having been 
& prepared to fulminate againſt the Teſt, without 
<« being admitted into the ſecret of withdrawing 
© the queſtion, have unfortunately employed their 
« quivers in the air. 5 


«© One indced there is *, who muſt not be for. 
got, who, wandering beyond the reſt in a long 
© hiſtorical collection from pamphlets and libels, 
ce has let himſelf looſe againſt the ſacred memory 
6 of the Royal Martyr. He has accuſed him, if 
e not of all Popery, of half Popery, very near 
© Popery, almoſt all Popery. Why would he not 
« ſpeak out? For what means this ſchool-diſ- 
te tin&tion betwixt almoſt all a Papiſt, and quite? 
« Hard fate of the beſt of men and of Kings! He 

c who renounced the purple to preſerve the lawn, 
_ © who died for the Church, and who is commemo- 
« rated as a Martyr for the Church, is expoſed, 


within an age after his deſcent from the ſcaffold 


* Dr. Gibſon, then Biſhop of Lincoln. 
6 te to 
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cr to the grave, to be murthered over again in fame, 
« even in the Supreme Court of Judicature, by 
«© one in that venerable Order, in that very Epiſ- 
« copacy, for which he facrificed his liberty, his 
& life, his crown! 


The execrable wretch, who ſevered his head 
« from his body, performed the inhuman office in 
« 2 maſk; but this holy Executioner, who cuts what 
ie the axe could not hurt, what the Regicides could 
ce not take from him, his good name, has not been 
% aſhamed to attempt it bare-faced. It grieves me 
« that this ànimadverſion ſhould fall to my lot, to 
« the lot of any private Lord: I was in hopes a 
« general indignation would have warmed this No- 
« ble Aſſemby to have made it their own act to re- 
« prehend ſuch irreverend ſlanders, as would have 
i much better become a deſcendant from Bradſhaw 
ec than a ſucceſſor of Laud. But I aſk pardon; 
& this unlucky reflexion may have tranſported me 
ce too far. Ina word, that I may not appear pre- 
&« judiced to merit in any man, I will conclude with 
* this motion, That a liſt may be laid before us of 
© ſuch Diſſenters by name as have in any kind me- 
© rited from the publick; and I will moſt readily 
« come into any meaſures that may diſtinguiſh them 
© and their particular ſervice. 


« God forbid but that they ſhould have their 
&« deſerts !”” 
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